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University of Minnesota, Morris 
Scholastic Committee 
Minutes #14, February 20, 2006 
  
The Scholastic Committee met at 3:30 P.M. on February 20, 2006 in the Prairie Lounge. The next 
meeting date will be announced. 
  
Members present:  B. Burke, K. Crandall, K. Gonier Klopfliesch, J. Goodnough, L. Meek 
(Secretary), G. Sheagley, K. Strissel, D. Templeman. 
  
Guests: Jamie Moquin (Director of Admissions) and James Morales (Associate Vice Chancellor 
for Enrollment) 
  
1. Minutes from February 13, 2006 were approved. 
  
2. Announcement: Student appeals currently received by Dean Schwaller will pass to the Interim 
Dean, Professor Judy Kuechle, following Schwaller’s departure from the Dean’s Office. 
  
3. A report on ACT scores ,compiled by the Scholastic Committee Secretary, was discussed by 
the committee. 
 
One question that was raised was whether students with ACT scores lower than 20 would still be 
accepted by UMM. This question was raised since a Scholastic Committee study indicates that 
students with ACT scores lower than twenty are suspended more often than students with higher 
ACT scores.  The Director and VC indicated that they would, since some students who do badly 
on the ACT also have high high-school rank, come from a good high school, have good letters of 
recommendation, have taken AP courses and have a good work ethic.  In those cases, they will 
accept students despite an ACT score lower than 20.  
 
The VC also discussed a recent decision about conditional admits:  if Admissions determines that 
a new student is admittable to UMM, then they should not be designated as a conditional admit. 
Either a student is admittable or not.  However, some admittable students may need to begin with 
a lower course load and may benefit from Learning to Learn. Those students will not be 
designated as ‘conditional admits’ but will be advised to take 14 credits their first semester and 
take the Learning to Learn class.  However, unlike in previous years, failure to comply with 
conditions will not result in dismissal from UMM.  Admissions feels that with Scholastic and 
Financial Aid probation and suspension rules in place, plus the Academic and Midterm Alert 
systems that these systems will catch students who are not doing well.  Students who have been 
readmitted after suspension will have to comply with their conditions in order to remain at UMM, 
however.  It was suggested that the Director of Academic Assistance/instructor for Learning to 
Learn might attend spring and summer registration sessions for new admits to talk to new 
students who might need Learning to Learn.  This will be discussed between the Assoc. V.C. for 
Enrollment and the Director of Advising.  There was also discussion of whether or not being 
designated a ‘conditional admit” actually motivated students to succeed. It was pointed out that 
70% of our conditional admits do well after coming to UMM.   
 
The meeting was adjourned.   
 
